
CITY C O U N C I L ,  CITY O F  L O O 1  
CITY HALL COUNCIL CHAMBERS 
WEDNESDAY,  JANUARY 13, 1988 

7:30 P . M .  
ADJOURNED MEETING 

JOINT MEETING OF THE LODI CITY COUNCIL AND 
THE LOO1 PLANNING COMMISSION 

ROLL CALL The r o l l  was recorded by City Clerk Reimche as follows: 

Present : Council Members - Hinchman, Pinkerton, 
Reid, Snider and Olson (Mayor) 

Absent: Council Members - None 

Planning Commission Members: 

Rasmussen, G r i f f i t h  and Stafford (Chairman) 
Present: Hitchcock-Akin, Lapenta, Marzolf, Mindt, 

Absent : None 

Also Present: City Manager Peterson, Assis tant  City 
Manager Glenn, Community Development 
Director Schroeder, City Attorney Ste in ,  and 
City Clerk Reimche 

Mayor Olson asked for  a moment of s i l e n t  prayer t o  remember 
Martin Luther King  and f o r  a l l  men and  women working f o r  
peace and good w i l l ,  regardless  of race,  creed,  or color .  

Mayor Olson reminded the community of the concerns of the 
San Joaquin Local Health D i s t r i c t  regarding rabies and 
encouraged rabies  vaccination f o r  a l l  canines. 

Mayor Olson a l so  pointed o u t  a n  a r t i c l e  t h a t  appeared in a 
recent a r t i c l e  o f  Sunset Magazine on the  fund rais ing being 
accomplished a t  Hutchins S t r e e t  Square. 

RECOMMENDATIONS Following introduction of the subject  by City Manager 
OF MEASURE A Peterson and  Community Development Director Schroeder, Mr. 
TASK FORCE Ron Bass, Project  Manager, Jones and Stokes Associates, 

Inc. ,  gave a n  indepth presentat ion regarding the f i n a l  
C C - 2 (  j )  recommendation o f  t h e  Mayor‘s Task Force on Measure A and 
CC-53( a )  the  proposed G r o w t h  Management Plan. 

Mr. Bass indicated t h a t  t h i s  document cons t i tu tes  a g r o w t h  
management element of the  Lodi  General Plan. Under  Section 
65303 of the California Government Code, i n  addition t o  the 
seven mandatory elements, a c i t y  may adopt optional 
elements t o  i t s  general plan. The g r o w t h  management 
element i s  such a n  optional element. Optional elemen”.s 
must be consis tent  w i t h  the remainder of the general plan 
and, once adopted, have the same legal e f f e c t  as mandatory 
el  emen ts  . 
The g r o w t h  management element cons is t s  of three par t s :  a n  
introduction and background; statements of goals and  
po l ic ies ;  and a n  implementation program. 

I .  Introduction a n d  Background 

Importance o f  Agricultural Land in Lodi 

Lodi i s  located in a n  a g r i c u l t u r a l l y  important area of 
Cal i forn ia’s  Central Valley. Agricultural land i s  the 
predominant l a n d  use surrounding the c i t y  with grapes being 
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the key crop. Agriculture contr ibutes  an important par t  of 
Lodi ' s  economy a n d  provides res idents  with scenic resources 
immediately adjacent t o  the c i t y  l i m i t s .  

Growth Control Pr ior  t o  Measure A 

Prior t o  August 2 5 ,  1981, the City of Lodi managed u r b a n  
growth by the al locat ion o f  storm drainage capaci ty .  A 
l imited number o f  drainage retent ion basins a n d  co l lec t ion  
f a c i l i t i e s  were designated in the General Plan. The 
capacity of the drainage system served as a l imitat ion on 
the number of housing uni t s  and  other  u r b a n  uses t h a t  could 
be developed. As new growth was proposed, addi t ional  
drainage f a c i l i t i e s  were added t o  the plan. 

Adoption of Measure A 

Measure A ,  approved by the voters of Lodi on August 25 ,  
1981 and adopted on September 1, 1981, i s  an ordinarice 
which amended the land use element of the C i t y  General Plan 
by removing from the Land Use Element any land t h a t  i s  r o t  
within the corporate l imi t s  of  the  c i t y .  The ordinarce 
e f fec t ive ly  eliminated the c i t y ' s  planned urban growth 
area.  The in ten t  of Measure A i s  t o  preserve and protect  
agr icu l tura l  l a n d ,  preserve the scenic  resources of the  
area, protect  wild1 i f e  habi ta t s  and  natural resources, a n d  
t o  maintain the small-city character  of Lodi within the 
designated Greenbelt. 

The boundaries of the Greenbelt l i e  between the outer  
l imi t s  of the incorporated c i t y  and  the outer  l imi t s  of the 
adopted sphere of influence. 

Measure A includes the following r e s t r i c t i o n s :  
Nonagricultural development lying immediately adjacent t o  
the designated Greenbelt area i s  permitted only a f t e r  the 
C i t y  Council has determined t h a t  such development would not 
i n t e r f e r e  with productive agr icu l tura l  a c t i v i t i e s  or t h a t  
a n  adequate buffer zone i s  implemented t o  ensure productive 
use of agr icu l tura l  land. I n  addi t ion,  no land within the 
Greenbelt can be annexed t o  the c i t y  without an amendment 
t o  the  c i t y ' s  Land Use Element o f  the General Plan and 
approval by the majority of the people voting i n  a 
city-wide e lec t ion .  

Land Use Decisions Under Measure A 

Since 1970, Lodi has annexed approximately 1,660 acres of 
land t o  the c i t y .  The enactment o f  Measure A in 1981 
s i g n i f i c a n t l y  slowed the pace of annexations t o  the c i t y .  
A diagram depicting the annual annexations t o  the  c i t y  
s ince 1970 was presented f o r  Council review. 

I n  addi t ion t o  slowing the pace of annexations, Measure A 
has had a s i g n i f i c a n t  e f f e c t  on the types of projects  f o r  
which land has been annexed. Generally, the voters have 
turned down single-family res ident ia l  p ro jec ts .  Since 
Measure " A " ,  only one such project  has been approved. The 
only o ther  res ident ia l  project  t o  be approved was a 
senior /adul t  housing pro jec t .  Table 2 shows the projects  
presented t o  the voters between 1982 and 1987 and the 
resu l t s  of the e lec t ions .  

Challenqe o f  Measure A 

On November 2 5 ,  1985, a committee known as Lodians In Favor 
o f  Free Enterprise ( L I F E )  challenged Measure A ,  requesting 
a court  order t h a t  the City of Lodi cease administering and 
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enforcing the measure. The petition alleged that tne 
following legal deficiencies existed in Measure A: 

* Measure A interferes with state annexation laws 

* Measure A is an unreasonable exercise of police 
* The enactment of Measure A causes the General P 

become invalid 

* Measure A does not provide for Lodi to meet its 
share o f  regional housing needs 

power. 

an to 

fair 

The Superior Court o f  California held that a city and its 
voters cannot interfere with the annexation process, which 
had been preempted by state law. The Court, therefon., 
ordered the city to terminate the administration and 
enforcement of Measure A. 

The city is currently appealing the Superior Court's 
decision. Measure A is still in effect, however, and will 
be enforced by the city until the appeal is decided. 

Creation of Task Force and Its Role 

I n  April 1986, the mayor o f  Lodi convened a task force 
comprised of 10 citizens who represented a wide spectrum of 
viewpoints on Measure A. 

"To study and recommend to the Lodi City Council, 
unanimously if possible, a solution or solutions that would 
guide and control growth with the intent to preserve and 
enhance the aesthetic and economic qualities of the City o f  
Lodi". 

To advise the task force in its work, the City retained the 
services of the planning firm of Jones and St0ki.s 
Associates of Sacramento. The task force has met monthly 
between May 1986 and July 1987 and, with advice from Jones 
and Stokes Associates, developed the growth management 
systems contained in the Element. 

The Need for Growth Control 

The citizens of Lodi believe that uncontrolled growth leads 
to the following problems: 

* premature and unplanned conversion of agricultural land 

* interference with productive agricultural activities 

* stress on public services and facilities 

The charge to the Task Force was: 

* traffic congestion 

* poorly designed development projects 

* imbalance in the types of housing and cost of housing 
produced 

11. Goals and Policies 

The goals of the citizens of Lodi in adopting this growth 
management element are: 
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Stable Growth Rate 

Goal. Lodi shall maintain a stable growth rate that 
enables it to sustain the small-town quality of life that 
is characterized by: 

* an agricultural economic base; 

* cohesive, well-maintained residential neighborhoods; 

* the ability of residents to live close to their places 

* ability of residents to travel from one side of town to 

of work; 

the other without experiencing serious traffic 
congestion; and 

* ability of public services to adequately serve new 
development 

Policy. 
a rate no 
will be 

It is the policy o f  the City of Lodi to grow at 
t exceeding 2 percent per year. This Growth rate 
implemented through a residential development 

allocation system whereby a specified number of units o f  
single-family and multi-family development is allocated 
each year. 

Protection of Agricultural Land 

Goal. Lodi shall encourage the preservation of 
agricultural activities surrounding the City. 

Policies 

Greenbelt. The City of Lodi shall maintain a continuous 
agricultural and open space Greenbelt around the urbanized 
part of the city to maintain and enhance the agricultural 
economy and aesthetic quality of Lodi. The location o f  
that greenbelt shall be designated in the land Use Element 
of the General Plan. 

Viable Agriculture. Land use decisions and the approval 
of development projects shall be made to encourage the 
continuation of viable agricultural activity surrounding 
the city. 

Utility Extensions. City sewer and water facilities 
shall not be extended to serve areas within the Greenbelt 
or beyond. 

Right-to-Farm Ordinance. City o f  Lodi shall study and 
consider a "right-to-farm" ordinance by which agricultural 
land shall be protected from nuisance suits brought by 
surrounding land owners. 

Implementation Program 

Limitation on the Approval of New Development 

Residential development projects o f  5 units or greater, 
with the exception o f  senior citizen housing projects, 
shall be subject to the Lodi growth control program under 
which a limited number of housing allocations shall be 
approved each year. The number of housing units approved 
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s h a l l  be de termined i n  accordance w i t h  T a b l e  3 p r e s e n t e d  
f o r  C o u n c i l  r e v i e w .  Every  y e a r  on June 1 t h e  p l a n n i n g  
s t a f f ,  w i t h  t h e  a p p r o v a l  of t h e  P l a n n i n g  Commission, s h a l l  
r e e v a l u a t e  and r e v i s e  Tab le  2 t o  r e f l e c t  c u r r e n t  
demographic assumpt ions based on s t a t e  Oepar tment  o f  
Finance annual  p o p u l a t i o n  s t a t i s t i c s .  

The c i t y  c o u n c i l  s h a l l  o n l y  approve r e s i d e n t i a l  development  , 
p r o j e c t s  f o r  any f i s c a l  y e a r  ( J u l y  1 - June 30) s u f f i c i e n t  %’ 

t o  accommodate t h e  number o f  u n i t s  i n  columns 6 and 8 of  
Tab le  3 .  S i n g l e - f a m i l y  and m u l t i - f a m i l y  u n i t s  s h a l l  be 
c o n s i d e r e d  s e p a r a t e l y .  A p p l i c a t i o n s  f o r  a p p r o v a l  anti 
a l l o c a t i o n  o f  r e s i d e n t i a l  development  p r o j e c t s  s h a l l  bt? 
r e c e i v e d  between J u l y  1 and October  1 each y e a r .  Pro jec t ! ;  
s h a l l  be c o n s i d e r e d  and a l l o c a t i o n s  awarded by  t h e  c o u n c i  I 
between J u l y  1 and October  1 o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  y e a r .  The 
s u b m i t t a l  o f  a p p l i c a t i o n s  and r e v i e w  and c o n s i d e r a t i o n  o f  
p r o j e c t s  s h a l l  be i n  accordance w i t h  t h e  schedu le  shown i n  
F i g u r e  3 l i s t e d  on page 7:  

%\ 

F i n d i n g s  Requ i red  P r i o r  t o  Approva l  o f  New R e s i d e n t i a ?  
Deve 1 opmen t P r o j e c t s  

I n  a d d i t i o n  t o  any o t h e r  f i n d i n g s  r e q u i r e d  by  s t a t e  l a w  o r  
l o c a l  o r d i n a n c e ,  t h e  approva l  o f  r e s i d e n t i a l  developmen.: 
p r o j e c t s  s h a l l  o n l y  be made i f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  f i n d i n g s  a r e  
made by t h e  c o u n c i l :  

* The p r o j e c t  a p p l i c a n t  has demonst ra ted  a commitment t o  
m i t i g a t i n g  impacts  to s u r r o u n d i n g  a g r i c u l t u r a l  uses.  

p u b l i c  f a c i l i t i e s  and s e r v i c e s ,  i n c l u d i n g :  

- s a n i t a r y  sewers and c o l l e c t i o n  f a c i l i t i e s ,  

- w a t e r  f o r  domest ic  use and f i r e  s u p p r e s s i o n  and 

* The p r o j e c t  i s  c a p a b l e  o f  b e i n g  served a d e q u a t e l y  w i t h  

a n c i l l a r y  f a c i  1 i t i e s ,  

- s t o r m  d r a i n a g e  b a s i n s  and c o l l e c t i o n  systems,  

- parks ,  

- p o l i c e  p r o t e c t i o n ,  and 

- f i r e  p r o t e c t i o n  

That  T r a f f i c  and C i r c u l a t i o n  System i s  Adequate t o  Serve  
t h e  Proposed P r o j e c t .  The Ci ty o f  L o d i  s h a l l  m a i n t a i n  
adequate t r a f f i c  f l o w  and c i r c u l a t i o n  o f  t h e  c i t y  roadway 
ne twork .  Leve l  o f  S e r v i c e  C o r  above s h a l l  be c o n s i d e r e d  
adequate.  An e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  S e r v i c e  C was p r e s e n t e d  f o r  
Counc i l  i n f o r m a t i o n .  

i , 
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M u l t i p l e  Year A p p l i c a t i o n s  

A p p l i c a n t s  s h a l l  s p e c i f y  i n  t h e i r  app l  i c a t i o n ( s )  f o r  
r e s i d e n t i a l  development  p r o j e c t  a p p r o v a l  t h e  y e a r ( s )  f o r  
wh ich  t h e y  a r e  s e e k i n g  a l l o c a t i o n .  The C i t y  C o u n c i l  may 
g r a n t  up t o  t h r e e  f u t u r e  y e a r  a l l o c a t i o n s  as a p a r t  o f  a 
s i n g l e  p r o j e c t .  Those f u t u r e  a l l o c a t i o n s  s h a l l ,  however, 
be s u b t r a c t e d  from t h e  number o f  a l l o c a t i o n s  a v a i l a b l e  t o  
a p p l i c a n t s  i n  a p p l i c a b l e  f u t u r e  y e a r s .  

111. P r o j e c t  E v a l u a t i o n  and S c o r i n g  

To a i d  t h e  C i ty  C o u n c i l  i n  imp lement ing  t h e  g o a l s  and 
p o l i c i e s  s t a t e d  above, t h e  C i ty  o f  L o d i  s h a l l  i n c l u d e  a 
p o i n t  e v a l u a t i o n  and s c o r i n g  system by  wh ich  each p r o j e c t  
a p p l i c a t i o n  f o r  a new h o u s i n g  p r o j e c t  s h a l l  be g i v e n  a 
p o i n t  r a t i n g  p u r s u a n t  t o  t h e  c r i t e r i a  s t a t e d  below. A 
p r e l i m i n a r y  p o i n t  e v a l u a t i o n  s h a l l  be made d u r i n g  t i l e  
p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  t h e  I n i t i a l  Study r e q u i r e d  o f  t h e  C a l i f o r n i a  
Env i ronmenta l  Q u a l i t y  A c t .  P o i n t s  s h a l l  a l s o  be ass igned 
d u r i n g  t h e  p r e p a r a t i o n  o f  t h e  Env i ronmenta l  Impact  Repor t  
o r  N e g a t i v e  D e c l a r a t i o n  process  and s h a l l  be i n c l u d e d  i n  
t h o s e  documents. I n  p r e p a r i n g  such e n v i r o n m e n t a l  
documents, t h e  c i t y  s h a l l  i n c l u d e  s u f f i c i e n t  i n f o r m a t i o n  t o  
enab le  c i t y  s t a f f  and o t h e r  a p p r o p r i a t e  depar tments  t o  make 
t h e  p o i n t  ass ignments  r e q u i r e d  by t h i s  g r o w t h  management 
system. Scores g i v e n  f o r  each i s s u e  e v a l u a t e d  above s h a l l  
be c l e a r l y  s t a t e d  i n  a summary i n  t h e  D r a f t  EIR o r  proposed 
N e g a t i v e  D e c l a r a t i o n .  Scores may be r e v i s e d  i n  response t o  
p u b l i c  r e v i e w  and any changes s h a l l  be i d e n t i f i e d  i n  t h e  
F i n a l  E I R .  

CRITERIA 

(The e v a l u a t i o n  c r i t e r i a  1 i s t e d  below have been developed 
t o  be c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  c u r r e n t  c i t y  p o l i c i e s  and s t a t e  l a w s . )  

A .  A g r i c u l t u r a l  Land C o n f l i c t s  SCORE 

1. P r o j e c t  does n o t  r e q u i r e  c o n v e r s i o n  o f  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  l a n d  

2. P r o j e c t  i s  a d j a c e n t  t o  a g r i c u  
on one s i d e  

3 .  P r o j e c t  i s  a d j a c e n t  t o  a g r i c u  
on two s i d e s  

4. P r o j e c t  i s  a d j a c e n t  t o  a g r i c u  
on t h r e e  s i d e s  

10 

t u r a l  l a n d  
7 

t u r a l  l a n d  
5 

L 

t u r a l  l a n d  
3 

5. P r o j e c t  i s  sur rounded b y  a g r i c u l t u r a l  l a n d  0 

8. O n s i t e  A g r i c u l t u r a l  Land M i t i g a t i o n  

1. P r o j e c t  needs no a g r i c u l t u r a l  l a n d  

2.  Adequate o n s i t e  b u f f e r  has been p r o v i d e d  as a 

m i t i g a t i o n  10 

p a r t  o f  s i t e  l a y o u t  f o r  a l l  a d j a c e n t  
a g r i c u l t u r a l  l a n d  7 

l a y o u t  f o r  o n l y  p a r t  o f  p r o j e c t  

a g r i c u l t u r a l  l a n d  0 

3.  O n s i t e  b u f f e r  p r o v i d e d  as a p a r t  o f  s i t e  
5 

4 .  No b u f f e r  between p r o j e c t  and a d j a c e n t  
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C .  Relationship t o  Public Services 

1. General Location 

a .  Project abuts ex is t ing  development on 
four  s ides  10 

Project  abuts exis t ing development on 
three s ides  7 

Project  abuts ex is t ing  development on  
two s ides  5 

Project abuts exis t ing development o n  
one s ide  3 

e .  Project  i s  surrounded by undeveloped land 0 

b .  

c .  

d .  

2 .  Sewer 

a .  Project  i s  located adjacent t o  ex is t ing  

b .  Project  i s  within 0.25-mile of ex is t ing  

c i t y  sewer main trunk l i n e  10 

c i t y  sewer main t r u n k  l i n e  5 

ex is t ing  c i t y  sewer main t r u n k  l i n e  . 0 
c .  Project i s  more than 0.25-mile from 

3. Water 

a .  Project  i s  located adjacent t o  ex is t ing  

b .  Project  i s  located within 0.25-mile o f  

c i t y  water mains 10 

ex is t ing  c i t y  water mains 5 

from exis t ing  c i t y  water mains 
c .  Project  i s  located more than 0.25-mile 

0 

4. Drainage 

a .  Project i s  located adjacent t o  c i t y  

b .  Project i s  located within 0.25-mile 

storm drainage co l lec tor  l ines  10 

of c i t y  storm drainage co l lec tor  l i n e s  

c .  Project  i s  located more than 0.25-mile 

5 

from c i t y  storm drainage co l lec tor  l i n e s  0 

D .  Promotion of Open Space 

Points sha l l  be awarded o n  the basis  o f  the  percentage 
of coverage of the to ta l  loss  o f  project  area by roof 
area o r  paved areas on-si te  (exclusive o f  s t r e e t s ) .  

20% or less  10 points 
30% or less  8 points 
40% or l e s s  6 points  
50% 4 points 
60% 2 points  
70% or grea te r  0 points 

Project  owner shal l  submit an analysis  of the 
percentage o f  impervious surface of the s i t e .  
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E. T r a f f i c  and C i r c u l a t i o n :  L e v e l  o f  S e r v i c e  

P o i n t s  w i l l  be awarded depending on t h e  l e v e l  o f  
s e r v i c e  on m a j o r  t h o r o u g h f a r e s  s e r v i n g  t h e  p r o j e c t  as 
computed d u r i n g  weekday peak hours .  
i n c l u d e  t r a f f i c  r e s u l t i n g  from t h e  p r o j e c t  

Computa t ion  s h a l l  

A l l  t h o r o u g h f a r e s  o p e r a t i n g  a t  LOS A 

A l l  t h o r o u g h f a r e s  o p e r a t i n g  a t  LOS 6 
o r  b e t t e r  

A l l  t h o r o u g h f a r e s  o p e r a t i n g  a t  LOS C 
o r  b e t t e r  

A l l  t h o r o u g h f a r e s  o p e r a t i n g  a t  LOS D 
o r  b e t t e r  

A1 1 t h o r o u g h f a r e s  o p e r a t i n g  a t  LOS E 
o r  b e t t e r  

A l l  t h o r o u g h f a r e s  o p e r a t i n g  a t  LOS F 

F. T r a f f i c  and C i r c u l a t i o n :  Improvements 

10 

8 

6 

4 

2 

0 

1. P r o j e c t  can be s e r v e d  by  t h e  e x i s t i n g  s t r e e t  
system and w i l l  n o t  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  need 
f o r  any o f f s i t e  improvements w i t h i n  0.25 
m i l e  o f  i t s  b o u n d a r i e s .  10 

2 .  P r o j e c t  w i l l  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  need f o r  
m i n o r  o f f s i t e  improvements ( l e s s  t h a n  
$50,000) LO m i t i g a t e  p o t e n t i a l  i m p a c t s  
t o  a l e s s - t h a n - s i g n i f i c a n t  l e v e l .  7 

m a j o r  o f f s i t e  improvements ( g r e a t e r  t h a n  
$50,000) t o  m i t i g a t e  p o t e n t i a l  impacts  t o  
a l e s s - t h a n - s i g n i f i c a n t  l e v e l .  5 

3 .  P r o j e c t  w i l l  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  t h e  need f o r  

4. No o f f s i t e  improvements a r e  a v a i l a b l e  t o  
m i t i g a t e  impacts  t o  l e s s  t h a n  s i g n i f i c a n t  
l e v e l s .  0 

G. Hous ing  

1. Low and Moderate Income Housing.  A p o i n t  c r e d i t  
w i l l  be awarded i n  accordance w i t h  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  
schedu le :  

25% o r  more o f  u n i t s  l o w  and modera te  10 
2 0% - 24 % 8 
15%--19% 6 
10%-14% 4 
5%-9% 2 
Less t h a n  5% l o w  and moderate o r  no l o w  
and moderate h o u s i n g  proposed 0 

H. S i t e  P l a n  and P r o j e c t  Design--Bonus P o i n t s  
c r i t e r i a  s h a l l  o n l y  a p p l y  t o  m u l t i - f a m i l y  p r o j e c t s ) .  

(These 

1. Landscaping.  (SPARC Committee s h a l l  
e v a l u a t e  and p r o v i d e  between 10 and 0 
p o i n t . )  10 

2. A r c h i t e c t u r a l  Des ign .  (SPARC Committee 
s h a l l  e v a l u a t e  and p r o v i d e  between 10 and 
0 p o i n t s )  (These c r i t e r i a  s h a l l  o n l y  a p p l y  
t o  m u l t i - f a m i l y  p r o j e c t s )  10 
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F i n d i n g s  Requ i red  P r i o r  t o  A d o p t i o n  of T h i s  Element  

P r i o r  t o  a d o p t i o n  o f  t h i s  Growth Management Element  and any 
imp lement ing  ord inances ,  t h e  c i t y  c o u n c i l  must  make t h e  
f i n d i n g s  r e q u i r e d  by  t h e  f o l l o w i n g  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  s t a t e  l a w :  

* Government Code 65302.8 - A d o p t i o n  o r  amendment o f  
genera l  p l a n  e lement  o p e r a t i n g  t o  l i m i t  number o f  
h o u s i n g  u n i t s ;  f i n d i n g s  

If a c o u n t y  o r  c i t y ,  i n c l u d i n g  a c h a r t e r  c i t y ,  adopts  
o r  amends a mandatory  g e n e r a l  p l a n  e lement  wh ich  
o p e r a t e s  t o  l i m i t  t h e  number of h o u s i n g  u n i t s  w h i c h  may 
be c o n s t r u c t e d  on an annual  b a s i s ,  such a d o p t i o n  o r  
amendment s h a l l  c o n t a i n  f i n d i n g s  wh ich  j u s t i f y  r e d u c i n g  
t h e  hous ing  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  of t h e  r e g i o n .  
s h a l l  i n c l u d e  a l l  o f  t h e  f o l l o w i n g :  

( a )  

The f i n d i n g s  

A d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  c i t y ' s  o r  c o u n t y ' s  
a p p r o p r i a t e  s h a r e  o f  t h e  r e g i o n a l  need f o r  
hous ing .  

A d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  t h e  s p e c i f i c  hous ing  programs and 
a c t i v i t i e s  b e i n g  u n d e r t a k e n  by  t h e  l o c a l  
j u r i s d i c t i o n  t o  f u l f i l l  t h e  r e q u i r e m e n t s  o f  
s u b d i v i s i o n  ( c )  o f  S e c t i o n  65302. 

( c )  A d e s c r i p t i o n  o f  how t h e  p u b l i c  h e a l t h ,  s a f e t y ,  
and w e l f a r e  wou ld  be promoted by  such a d o p t i o n  o r  
amendment. 

( b )  

( d )  The f i s c a l  and e n v i r o n m e n t a l  r e s o u r c e s  a v a i l a b l e  t o  
t h e  l o c a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n .  

* Government Code 65863.6 - L i m i t a t i o n  on c o n s t r u c t i o n  o f  
h o u s i n g  u n i t s ;  c o n s i d e r a t i o n ;  f i n d i n g s  

In c a r r y i n g  o u t  t h e  p r o v i s i o n s  o f  t h i s  c h a p t e r ,  each 
c o u n t y  and c i t y  s h a l l  c o n s i d e r  t h e  e f f e c t  o f  o r d i n a n c e s  
adopted p u r s u a n t  t o  t h i s  c h a p t e r  on t h e  h o u s i n g  needs o f  
t h e  r e g i o n  i n  wh ich  t h e  l o c a l  j u r i s d i c t i o n  i s  s i t u a t e d  
and b a l a n c e  t h e s e  needs a g a i n s t  t h e  p u b l i c  s e r v i c e  needs 
o f  i t s  r e s i d e n t s  and a v a i l a b l e  f i s c a l  and e n v i r o n m e n t a l  
resources .  
c h a p t e r  which,  by  i t s  te rms,  l i m i t s  t h e  number o f  
hous ing  u n i t s  wh ich  may be c o n s t r u c t e d  on an annua l  
b a s i s  s h a l l  c o n t a i n  f i n d i n g s  as t o  t h e  p u b l i c  h e a l t h ,  
s a f e t y ,  and w e l f a r e  o f  t h e  c i t y  o r  c o u n t y  t o  be  promoted 
by t h e  a d o p t i o n  o f  t h e  o r d i n a n c e  wh ich  j u s t i f y  r e d u c i n g  
t h e  h o u s i n g  o p p o r t u n i t i e s  of t h e  r e g i o n .  

* Ev idence Code 669.5 - Ord inances  l i m i t i n g  b u i l d i n g  
p e r m i t s  o r  development  o f  b u i l d a b l e  l o t s  f o r  r e s i d e n t i a l  
purposes;  i m p a c t  on s u p p l y  o f  r e s i d e n t i a l  u n i t s ;  
a c t i o n s  c h a l l e n g i n g  v a l i d i t y  

( a )  

Any o r d i n a n c e  adopted  p u r s u a n t  t o  t h i s  

Any o r d i n a n c e  e n a c t e d  b y  t h e  g o v e r n i n g  body of a 
c i t y ,  county ,  o r  c i t y  and c o u n t y  wh ich  d i r e c t l y  
l i m i t s ,  by  number, (1) t h e  b u i l d i n g  p e r m i t s  t h a t  
may be i s s u e d  f o r  r e s i d e n t i a l  c o n s t r u c t i o n  o r  ( 2 )  
t h e  b u i l d a b l e  l o t s  w h i c h  may be deve loped f o r  
r e s i d e n t i a l  purposes,  i s  presumed t o  have an 
impact .  

W i t h  r e s p e c t  t o  any a c t i o n  wh ich  c h a l l e n g e s  t h e  
v a l i d i t y  o f  such an o r d i n a n c e ,  t h e  c i t y ,  county ,  o r  
c i t y  and c o u n t y  e n a c t i n g  such o r d i n a n c e  s h a l l  b e a r  
t h e  burden o f  o r o o f  t h a t  such o r d i n a n c e  i s  

( b )  

10 
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necessary  f o r  t h e  p r o t e c t i o n  of the publ ic  h e a l t h ,  
s a f e t y ,  o r  we l f a re  o f  t h e  population of  such c i t y ,  
county ,  o r  c i t y  and county.  

This  s e c t i o n  does not apply  t o  ord inances  which 
(1 )  impose a moratorium, t o  p r o t e c t  t he  pub l i c  
hea l th  and s a f e t y ,  on r e s i d e n t i a l  cons t ruc t ion  f o r  
a s p e c i f i e d  per iod  of t ime,  i f ,  under the terms of  
t h e  ord inance ,  the moratorium w i l l  cease  when t h e  
pub l i c  hea l th  o r  s a f e t y  i s  no longer  jeopard ized  b,y 
such c o n s t r u c t i o n ,  o r  ( 2 )  c r e a t e  a g r i c u l t u r a l  
p reserves  under Chapter 7 (commencing with Sec t ion  
51200) of P a r t  1 of  Div is ion  1 of T i t l e  5 of the 
Government Code, o r  ( 3 )  r e s t r i c t  the number of 
bu i ldab le  p a r c e l s  by l i m i t i n g  t h e  minimum s i z e  of 
bu i ldab le  p a r c e l s  w i th in  a zone o r  by des igna t ing  
lands  wi th in  a zone f o r  nonres iden t i a l  uses. 

( d )  This  s e c t i o n  s h a l l  no t  apply  t o  a vo te r  approved 
ord inance  adopted by referendum o r  i n i t i a t i v e  p r i o r  
t o  the e f f e c t i v e  d a t e  of t h i s  s e c t i o n  which (1)  
r e q u i r e s  the c i t y ,  county ,  o r  c i t y  and county t o  
e s t a b l i s h  a popula t ion  growth l i m i t  which 
r ep resen t s  i t s  f a i r  sha re  of each y e a r ' s  s t a t ewide  
popula t ion  growth, o r  ( 2 )  which sets a growth r a t e  
of no more than  t h e  average  population growth r a t e  
exper ienced  by the s t a t e  a s  a whole. 

( c )  

Numerous diagrams and e x h i b i t s  were presented f o r  counci l  
review. 

Addressing the counci l  r ega rd ing  the ma t t e r  were: 

a )  Ben Scha f fe r  
600 Connie S t r e e t  
Lodi 

b )  Ken Boyd 
2208 West Vine Street  
Lodi 

c )  Carl Fink 
540 South M i l l s  
Lodi 

d )  Robert Mullen 
10 South Avena 
Lodi 

e )  Ron Thomas, Chairman 
Measure A Task Force 

A very lengthy  d i s c u s s i o n  followed wi th  ques t ions  being 
d i r e c t e d  t o  S t a f f .  

Ci ty  Manager Pe terson  poin ted  o u t  t h a t  i f  council  wished 'to 
br ing  an adv i so ry  measure regard ing  2% growth t o  the 
e l e c t o r a t e  i n  June 1988, the l a s t  d a t e  the c i t y  could 
r eques t  conso l ida t ion  f o r  the e l e c t i o n  wi th  t h e  Coun:y 
would be March 1 0 ,  1988. I t  was f u r t h e r  suggested t h a t  the 
pub l i c  hear ing  regard ing  t h i s  ma t t e r  be held March 2 ,  1988. 

Following d i s c u s s i o n ,  on motion of  Council Member Hinchman, 
Reid second, t h e  C i ty  Clerk and the Community Development 
Di rec to r  were d i r e c t e d  t o  proceed wi th  schedul ing  the 
va r ious  hea r ings ,  e t c .  a s  s e t  f o r t h  on t h e  ca l enda r  
e n t i t l e d  "Task  Force -2% Growth". The motion passed by 
unanimous vo te .  
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ADJOURNMENT The m e e t i n g  was a d j o u r n e d  a t  a p p r o x i m a t e l y  1O:OO p.m. 

A t t e s t :  

Q h d *  u 
A l i c e  M. Reimche 
City Clerk 
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